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Not a single fact can be adduced to support this theory.
All the available evidence suggests that no savage society,
when left to itself, has ever made the slightest progress. The
only change that takes place in isolated societies is change
for the worse. Neighbouring groups with different culture
elements may to some extent cross-fertilize each other, but
they can never fertilize themselves. Much has been written
about the demoralization which savages have suffered as a
result of contact with Europeans, but the other side of the
picture is usually neglected. Contact with Europeans or
other outsiders may lead to a variety of results, from rapid
rise to complete extermination; the absence of such contact
invariably leads to a slow but steady decline.

This decline is often difficult to trace, since savages have
no history and their artefacts are for the most part perishable.
Our conclusions must be drawn chiefly from the study of
non-perishable artefacts, such as stonework and pottery,
and from a comparison of the present condition of savages
with that described by early travellers.

Tylor remarks that

Regeneration probably operates even more actively in the
lower than in the higher culture', it *no doubt has lowered
or destroyed many a savage people. . . . There is reason
to look upon the miserable Digger Indians of North
America and the Bushmen of South Africa as the perse-
cuted remnants of tribes who have seen happier days. . . .
It would be a valuable contribution to the study of civiliza-
tion to have the action of decline and fall investigated on
a wider and more exact basis of evidence than has yet
been attempted' (Primitive Culture^ vol. ii, pp. 46-8).

Such an investigation has never been attempted, perhaps
because it would be destructive of the theory of progress
cited above. In the next few pages I shall attempt a con-
tribution towards it.